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Defenders of Wildlife is 4 national non-profif, public-inlerest srganization
with approximately #20, 000 members wnd suppoiters, 5,000 of widin
reside m Jowa and Nebraska, Defenders belicves that ail wildiife lias
intrinsic value, and that the conservation of all native specics should ba the
primary goal of wildlife conservation programs. Defenders works 10
prescrve the integrity and diversity of natural ecosystems, prevent the
dreline of native species, and restore threatened habitats and wildlife
populations Defenders bas been & long lime advocate for the Refuge
Syctern und appreciates the opportunity to comment on thi draft
Comprehensive Constrvation Plan (CCP) fue the DeSoto HMationnl
Wildlife Refage. Although this lettor of comument amives to you pact the
comment deadline, we hope you will ¢onsider our recommcadations in
drafimg the final CCP.

Defendsrs supports masy of the recommendations outlined i the
Service's Alternative 1. The question of rejoining DeSoto Lake with the
Mfissonri River is indeed complisated and would have profound impacts
on the refize enviromment and Lhe species that depend on il This needs
mtch more study and we are encouraged that Alteroative D includes a
preliminary study of the feasthility, implications, and impacts of the
recouneciion oplion, This issuc is cven mame pronounced given the
context of the Missouri Valley Improvement Aci (5. 2704) whith i3 sill
pending passage in Congress. Thig bill would result in sweepiag changas
1o the management and restoration of the Miggoun Raver, inciuding
dechannalizatian, restoration of fow patterns, and acquisition of new
naticnal wildiifi refiige lands. The bill alse includes a study to determma
iho deotails of restorabion activities.. The Service miet be intimately
invplved in this affna, and encourage inclusion of DeSoto NWR. in any
restoration study andplan. In the shsence of ver-wids restoration, thi
refliee punst be committed to compleima it 0¥M study of reconmecting
DeSoto Lake 1 the Missoun Rives and specifya time-frams for its
completion,
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We cupport the refuge’s expanded emphasis on a broader range of biodiversity than in the
past, e decrcase in coplands and the lissils on boating times and seesonal usage of the refuge
and the like to preserve the shoreline soils, plants, and wildlife that reside or migrate to the Iake,

We do have serious concerns, hawever, DeSoto like under curent and propossd
mmanagement is essentially a huge fish tank for anglers, complete with an acrator. The Fish and
Wildlife Service and DeSata MW are dedicated to the eonzervation ol @/l native fish, wildlife,
and plants. Artficially stocking certain species pepulations to (he detriment of ethers for the
benefit of rocreation s not appropriate for 2 national wildlife refuse. Not only is this activity
eeologically hammful, but it seriously detracts from the mission of the refuge and the refuge
syatcen by giving the pablic the impression that they cannot overfish an arca because the
government will always be there 1o restock. In this way stecking fish instills a poor conservation
elhic and smphiasizes (o the public that game species are more valutble than non-game epecies,
when in fact, the Service valucs ail specics ecologically functioning together. [n addition to
slocking game fish, the Service 15 remaving 20,000 pounds native noo-game fish o reduce
competinon with sport fish, Defenders is not agams! sustainable sport fishing on reluges when il
iz compalible with vesource protection., Specifically developing a sport fishery, instead of
prolceting and resioring native aquatic communities, lwowever, 18 not in-ling with Congressionad
mandates and Service policy. Defenders believes these activities are both inappropriate and
inzompaiible with the “efuge and violate the 1997 National Wildlife Pefuge System
Inyproverment Act’s (NWRSIA) mandate to “ensure that the biological integrity, diversity, and
environmental bealth of the System arc maintained for the benefit of present and future
generations of Amcricins” (16 USC §6684d). Fisherics management should be incorporated mee
the “Wildlife Population and Habilat Management” section of the CCF and semoved fom the
“pyblic Education and Recreation” scetion and should be expanded to address the entice native
agquatic cOMMUNILY.

1he second concern we have is i regands to Lhe agnenlural runel the remge receves
from surrournling propertics. Tnstead of “band-mid" solutions like un artificial aeration system to
combat sutrofication, the refuge shonld address the root cavses of the problent. Waler quality is
one af the mast impariant issues for snaquatic-centered refuge. The Service has to do more to
use collaborative, inceative-based, and regulatory means to achieve better water quality. The
MNWRSTA directs the Service to identfy “significant problems that may adverscly affect the
populations and habitzts of fish, wildlife, and plants within the planning unit and e actions
recossary to comect or mitigate such problems.”  This includes addressing problems that
originate off-refupe. The CCP must contain detailed plans to curb the asmenltural chemicals,
nutrients, and sediment enerently eotoping the lake,

The endangered species management component of the CCP needs to be expanded,
Specifieally, the draft plan states that piping plevers and least terns used to nest on the refuge in
the 197%s, but since that fime, encroacking vegetation in tem and plover habitat has erowded
them out. Why has the FWS not remaved vegetation to provide habitat for these species which
have declined throughout their range? The Service bas an oblipation under Section 7 of the
Frdangered Species Aot 1o cary oul proprams for the conservation of endangered species.
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Defenders of Waldlifs DeSote NWE OCP cosmments
Fage 3 0f3

Plovers and lems lstorically vsed shalting sand bars in (he Missourl and other nyers 1o nest.
These sind bars were relatively free of vegetation and were sirrounded by water, offering
protection from predators. With the channelization of many of our fivers, these sand bars have
dramatically decreazed  The Service should eonsider rostoring and munt3ining gppropnats tem
and plover Habital, inciuding the consguction of prodator exclosures Whon necessary, Lo recover
these species.

The fourth concemn we have is the acquisition of the Wilson's Island State Pack. While we
nommally support refag: acquisitions, the land proposed is already protected by the state, What is
Ihe reason Tor the National Waldlifc refuge to acquirs this public land? Will the land be converled
to woodiand or grassiand or keptin its current state? The CCP should justily why the refuge
wonld lke to acquite additional lands and should be strategic about which lands would be best o

e ecaren conscrvatior dollars
PLEECaTC:

Fifily, we are concemed with the collection of froits, nuts, mushrooms, and fire wood by
visitors. Fraits, nute. ard mushzoome are important food sonrecs for wildhife and downed woond
provides micro-habitaty for small spesies and metains nuttdonts in the ecosyetent. This setivity
also gives the public the impression that refige resources are for people. Yes, ultimately, the
protection of wildiife and habiat is for the benefit o the Asuerican people, bul refuges ace somc
of the 1ast areas in the countey where wildlife can find food, shelter, and avoid disturbance from
poople. Refuges are whicre “wildlife comes first”, and the Service should encourage the public to
“tread lighily” at DeSoo NWIER.

Finallv, the Service should take senously the threat of an sccident miroduction of zebra
musisls and other invasive specics and take proactive measures to prevent ffurg invasions. The
Great Lakes and other areas infested with zebra mussels are not far from DeSoto NWR. There is
a very rcal possibility oF beaters carrying zebra mussels from those areas to DeSoto Lake. The
Service noeds to ensen: that boats entering the refuge are not & threat w0 nvasives nroductions

Again we appreciate the opportunity to help shape the direction of DeSoto NWE. The
prefoered Alternative has many positive steps Lo strengthen and improve refuge management ¢
protect wildlife, We hope you takes advantage of the CCP process and chari a bold course for
resource protection at DeSoto NWWR thal protects all native fish, wildlife, and plants

Sincerely,

INTm.f,tx M};,g.-:::—

Moah hMatson
Reluge Program Manager
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